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COMPLAINT INVESTIGATION FORM Qe 
if there | an issue wit e than one veterinarian please file a 


rate Complaint Investigation Form for each veterinarian 


PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE 


Date Recelved: Mach 4, t014- Case Number: AX —-//0 


A. THIS COMPLAINT IS FILED AGAINST THE FOLLOWING: 
Name of Veterinanan/cvt:_ OR. FIANOE HOLLAND 
Premise Name:__TVAE PANAOTSE 
Premise Address: (SO/ WwW GRLC AO ss 
City: PAIEN Ts? _ State: _AZ _ lip Code: _¥SO23_ 
Telephone: GI% 531-7587 


B. INFORMATION REGARDING THE INDIVIDUAL FILING COMPLAINT*: 
Name: VERety 0. Younes OVM 


Home Telephone. Cel Telephon Se 


*STATE LAW REQUIRES WE HAVE TO DISCLOSE YOUR NAME UNLESS WE CAN SHOW THAT DISCLOSURE WILL 
RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL HARM TO YOU, SOMEONE ELSE OR THE PUBLIC PER A.R.S. § 41-1010. IF YOU HAVE 
REASON TO BELIEVE THAT SUBSTANTIAL HARM WILL RESULT IN DISCLOSURE OF YOUR NAME PLEASE PROVIDE 
COPIES OF RESTRAINING ORDERS OR OTHER DOCUMENTATION. 


C. PATIENT INFORMATION (1): 
Name: FAT NI) QTITERN 


Breed/Species:___ 1% 


Age: G Vv Sex: 


PATIENT INFORMATION (2): 
Name: 
Breed/Specles: 

Age:_ CS: 


[~ Color: LOAN 


Color: 


D. VETERINARIANS WHO HAVE PROVIDED CARE TO THIS PET FOR THIS ISSUE: 
Please provide the name, address and phone number for each veterinarian. 


VERLTN oO. TONRS OVA 


TSS pute ti te eee ye. 


E. WITNESS INFORMATION: 
Please provide the name, address and phone number of each witness that has 


direct knowledge regarding this case. 


Attestation of Person Requesting Investigation 
By signing this form, | declare that the Information contained herein is true 


and accurate to the best of my knowledge. Further, | authorize the release of 
any and all medical records or Information necessary to complete the 


investigation of this case. 
Signature: Ube: Ve foe 
Date: _ 3hfrorr 


Dear Veterinary Medical Examining Board: 


This Complaint is against Dr. Mandi Holland. On January 20, 2022, Dr. Holland injected 
a horse at Turf Paradise with Lasix despite the fact that (1) Dr. Holland was not 
authorized to inject or treat the horse by its owner, Mr. Rick Wise; (2) Dr. Holland did 
not have a Veterinarian-Client-Patient-Relationship (VCPR) with the horse; and (3) the 
horse had already received a Lasix injection that day from me — I had and have a VCPR 
with the horse. 


Because of Dr. Holland’s unauthorized Lasix injection, Mr. Wise’s horse became 
lethargic and had to be scratched from that day’s race as well as another race weeks later 
because of ongoing problems. Dr. Holland’s conduct was inappropriate and threatened 
Mr. Wise’s horse’s health and safety. I am deeply concerned not only with what 
happened, but that it may happen again. 


FACTS 


Each of the following facts is supported by Mr. Wise’s and my Declarations, which are 
attached to this Complaint. 


I am a licensed veterinarian in the State of Arizona. In December 2021, Rick Wise 
contacted me and asked if I would be his horses’, Media Mendacity Fat N Bitter, 
veterinarian. 


I agreed and examined Mr. Wise’s horse, Media Mendacity, in December 2021. His 
‘horse had had a knee operation and I recommended intra-articular medication for the 
swelling and pain. 


Thus, I established a Veterinarian-Client-Patient-Relationship (VCPR) for Mr. Wise’s 
horses in December 2021. 


In January 2022, Mr. Wise entered Fat N Bitter to race at Turf Paradise on January 20, 
.2022 and asked me to administer the appropriate pre-race medications. I administered 
pre-race medications on January 18 and 19, 2022. 


At 11:35 am on January 20, 2022, I, in Mr, Wise’s presence, administered the race day 
medication known as Lasix to control EIPH (Exercise Induced Pulmonary Hemorrhage). 
We then both left the barn area for lunch. 


Prior to administering the Lasix, Mr. Wise had submitted a form to Arizona State track 
veterinarian Dr. Gale authorizing me to administer the Lasix to his horse. No one except 
me was authorized to administer the Lasix to Mr. Wise’s horse. 


At some point during January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise received a telephone call from Dr. 
Holland. When Mr. Wise called her back, Dr. Holland informed him that she had, 
without Mr. Wise’s or my knowledge or consent, injected his horse with Lasix earlier that 
day. This meant that Mr. Wise’s horse had been double-dosed with Lasix that day. 


Mr. Wise asked Dr. Holland how she could have thought or decided to inject his horse 
without his consent and when no one was there. She replied that she was “running late 
and tried to phone.” 


Later in the day on January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise met with Dr. Holland and the Arizona 
State veterinarian, Dr. Gale. Each stated that “this [inadvertent double dosing] has 
happened before” and Mr. Wise could still run his horse despite him receiving two Lasix 
injections. Mr. Wise said this was unacceptable — and how could Dr. Holland inject his 
horse when he was not there and had not authorized her to treat his horse? 


As the day went on Mr. Wise’s horse was dehydrated and could barely walk. During the 
day Mr. Wise spoke with the Turf Paradise Board of Stewards and they jointly decided to 
scratch him from the race because of his condition. 


For several weeks since January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise’s horse was extremely lethargic; 
because he was still not back to norma! he missed another race he was supposed to run 
approximately two weeks ago. I believe Dr. Holland’s unauthorized Lasix injection 
caused this harm to Mr. Wise’s horse. 


I believe that Arizona State veterinarian, Dr. Gale, is working with Dr. Holland in an 
effort not to ‘allow me to treat horses with whom I have a VCPR. Mr. Wise has informed 
me he does not want Dr. Holland near his horse. Mr. Wise has told me that he wants me 
to be able to treat his horse. 


I believe that there is a dangerous health and safety situation/environment being created 
at Turf Paradise by Dr. Holland and Dr. Gale. Both acknowledged to Mr. Wise that 
inadvertent Lasix double-dosing of horses has occurred and suggested, improperly and 
dangerously, that Mr. Wise’s horse run the race on January 20, 2022, even though they 
knew he had been improperly double-dosed. I believe if Mr. Wise’s horse had raced that 
day that a catastrophic result could have ensued. 


I am deeply concerned that if the situation continues at Turf Paradise, with Dr. Holland 
‘injecting horses with whom she does not have a VCPR and with whom I] have a VCPR, 
that there will be. further health and safety problems with double-dosed horses. 


I asking that Veterinary Medical Examining Board investigate this matter and take 
appropriate action. 
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DECLARATION OF DR. VERLIN JONES 


Dr. Verlin Jones declares and states: 
Ji. I am a licensed veterinarian in the State of Arizona. 


2. In December 2021, Rick Wise contacted me and asked if I would be his 
horses’, Media Mendacity Fat N Bitter, veterinarian. 


3. I agreed and examined Mr. Wise’s horse, Media Mendacity, in December 
2021. His horse had had a knee operation and I recommended intra-articular medication 
for the swelling and pain. 


4, Thus, I established a Veterinarian-Client-Patient-Relationship (VCPR) for 
Mr. Wise’s horses in December 2021. 


5. In January 2022, Mr. Wise entered Fat N Bitter to race at Turf Paradise on 
January 20, 2022 and asked me to administer the appropriate pre-race medications. 


6. . lYadministered pre-race medications on January 18 and 19, 2022. 


7; At 11:35 a.m. on January 20, 2022, I, in Mr. Wise’s presence, administered 
the race day medication known as Lasix to control EIPH (Exercise Induced Pulmonary 
Hemorrhage). We then both left the barn area for lunch. 


8. Prior to administering the Lasix, Mr. Wise had submitted a form to Arizona 
State track veterinarian Dr. Gale authorizing me to administer the Lasix to his horse. No 
one except me was authorized to administer the Lasix to Mr. Wise’s horse. 


9. At some point during January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise received a telephone call 
from Dr. Mandi Holland. , 


10. When Mr. Wise called her back, Dr. Holland informed him that she had, 
without Mr. Wise’s or my knowledge or consent, injected his horse with Lasix earlier that 
day. This meant that Mr. Wise’s horse had been double-dosed with Lasix that day. 


11. Mr. Wise asked Dr. Holland how she could have thought or decided to 
_ inject his horse without his consent and when no one was 6 there, She replied that she was 
“running late and tried to phone.” 


12. __ Later in the day on January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise met with Dr. Holland and 
the Arizona State veterinarian, Dr. Gale. Each stated that ‘this (inadvertent double 
dosing) has happened before” and Mr. Wise could still run his horse despite him 
receiving two Lasix injections. Mr. Wise said this was unacceptable — and how could Dr. 

‘Holland inject his horse when he was not there and had not authorized her to treat his 
horse? 


13. As the day went on Mr. Wise’s horse was dehydrated and could barely 
walk and he was deeply concerned for him. During the day Mr. Wise spoke with the Turf 
Paradise Board of Stewards and they jointly decided to scratch him from the race because 
of his condition. 


_ _ 14. For several weeks since January 20, 2022, Mr. Wise’s horse was extremely 
lethargic; because he was still not back to normal and missed another race he was 
supposed to run approximately two weeks ago. I believe Dr. Holland’s unauthorized 
Lasix injection caused this harm to Mr. Wise’s horse. 


15. I believe that Arizona State veterinarian, Dr. Gale, is working with Dr. 
Holland in an effort not to allow me to treat horses with whom I have a VCPR. Mr. Wise 
has informed me he does not want Dr. Holland near his horse. Mr. Wise has told me that 
he wants me to be able to treat his horse. 


16. I believe that there is a dangerous health and safety situation/environment 
being created at Turf Paradise by Dr. Holland and Dr. Gale. Both acknowledged to Mr. 
Wise that inadvertent Lasix double-dosing of horses has occurred and suggested, 
improperly and dangerously, that Mr. Wise’s horse run the race on January 20, 2022, 
even though they knew he had been improperly double-dosed. I believe if Mr. Wise’s 
horse had raced that day that a catastrophic result could have ensued. 


17. Iam deeply concerned that if the situation continues at Turf Paradise, with 
Dr. Holland injecting horses with whom she does not have a VCPR and with whom I 
have a VCPR, that there will be further health and safety problems with double-dosed 
horses. 


I declare under penalty: of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
DATED this 9th day of March, 2022. 


Dr. Verlin Jones: 


DECLARATION OF RICK WISE 


Rick Wise declares and states: 
L. I own horses who race at Turf Paradise — one is Media Mendacity and the 
other is Fat N Bitter. 


2; In December 2021, I contacted Dr. Verlin Jones and asked if he would be 
my horses’ veterinarian. 


J. Dr. Jones agreed and examined Media Mendacity in December 2021. 
Media Mendacity had had a knee operation and Dr. Jones recommended intra-articular 
medication for the swelling and pain. 


4. Thus, Dr. Jones and I established a Veterinarian-Client-Patient- 
Relationship (VCPR) for my horses in December 2021. 


5. In January 2022, I entered Fat N Bitter to race at Turf Paradise on January 
20, 2022 and asked Dr. Jones to administer the appropriate pre-race medications. 


6. Dr. Jones administered pre-race medications to Fat N Bitter on January 18 
and 19, 2022. 
7. At 11:35 am on January 20, 2022, Dr. Jones, in my presence, administered 


the race day medication known as Lasix.to control EIPH (Exercise Induced Pulmonary 
Hemorrhage). We then both left the barn area for lunch. 


8. Prior to Dr. Jones administering the Lasix, I had submitted a form to 
Arizona State track veterinarian Dr. Gale authorizing. Dr. Jones to administer the Lasix to 
my horse. No one except Dr. Jones. was authorized to administer the Lasix to my horse. 


9: At some point during January 20, 2022, I received a telephone call from Dr. 
Mandi Holland. 


10. When I called her back, to my shock and surprise, Dr. Holland informed me 
that she had, without my knowledge or consent, injected my horse with Lasix earlier that 
day. This meant that my horse had been double-dosed with Lasix that day. 


11. I asked Dr. Holland how she could have thought or decided to inject my 
horse without my consent and when no one was there. She replied that she was “running 
late and tried to phone.” 


12. _ Later in the day on January 20, 2022, I met with Dr. Holland and the 
Arizona State veterinarian, Dr. Gale. Each stated that “this (inadvertent double dosing) 
has happened before” and I could still run my horse despite him receiving two Lasix 
injections. I said this was unacceptable — and how could Dr. Holland inject my horse 
when I was not there and had not authorized her to treat my horse? 


13. As the day went on my horse was dehydrated and could barely walk and I 
was deeply concerned for him. During the day I spoke with the Turf Paradise Board of 
Stewards and we jointly decided to scratch him from the race because of his condition. 


14. For several weeks since January 20, 2022, my horse was extremely 
lethargic; he is still not back to normal and has missed another race he was supposed to 
run. I believe Dr. Holland’s unauthorized Lasix injection caused this harm to my horse. 


15. My understanding is that Arizona State veterinarian, Dr. Gale, is working 
with Dr. Holland in an effort not to allow Dr. Jones to treat horses with whom he has a 
VCPR. I do not want Dr. Holland near my horse. I want Dr. Jones to be able to treat my 
horse. 


" I declare.under, penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 


DATED this 8th-day. of March, 2022: 


d:corréct. 


Michaet NAPIER NAP IER BAI LLIE 


KATHAYN R.E. BAILLIE* ; 
“Also Admitted In Kentucky WILSON BACON & TALLONE ra SA - [ 0 
Eric R. WILSON 2525 BE. Arizona Biltmore Circle » Suite 135 Phoenix, Arizona 85016 
Cassipy L. BACON Tel: 602-248-9107 * Fax: 602-248-0971 © www.napierlawfirm.com 
JULIANA TALLONE 
April 6, 2022 
PHD, RECEIVED 


Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board 


1740 West Adams Street APR 06 RECD Jo22— 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 Initial: 


Re: Jones v. Holland 


Dear Sir or Madam: 


This firm represents Respondent Dr. Amanda Holland in this matter and submits the 
following response to the Complaint filed by Verlan O. Jones, DVM dated March 3, 2022. 


Respondent is a licensed veterinarian and has been practicing since 2005 in the State of 
Arizona. Dr. Holland was recruited by the State of Arizona through the Arizona Racing 
Commission and the Arizona Horsemens’ Benevolent & Protective Association (“AHBPA”) to 
provide veterinary care for the horses under the care of the trainers at Turf Paradise. On or 
about November 14, 2021, prior to incurring the cost of leaving Montana to participate in this 
program, Dr. Holland called the State of Arizona Veterinary Board to get approval to administer 
Lasix under the auspices of the State Racing Commission. Victoria at the Veterinary Board was 
most helpful in assisting Dr. Holland make the decision to come to Turf Paradise. According to 
Victoria, the program under the jurisdiction of the Arizona Racing Commission would be 
acceptable to the State Veterinary Examining Board. 


Dr. Holland was specifically tasked by the State of Arizona, by and through the Arizona 
Racing Commission in concert with the AHBPA to administer Lasix as requested by the trainers. 
The trainers were informed of this arrangement by the Arizona Racing Commission through its 
agent, State Veterinarian Sue Gale and the AHBPA, the association that represents the trainers. 
The trainers, through the AHBPA, willingly agreed to the patient relationship with Dr. Holland 
for the requested Lasix. The Complainant fails to mention Dr. Holland’s relationship with the 
trainers, the Arizona Racing Commission and the AHBPA. As such, the complaint omits critical 
facts necessary for a fair and proper investigation of the circumstances at Turf Paradise. 


More specifically, at the advent of the racing meet it was evident to the Arizona Racing 
Commission that racing would not be possible as the result of a lack of veterinary care and the 
consequence that Lasix, an essential medication for safe racing, would not be available to the 
horses. As a result, the Arizona Department of Gaming, by and through the Arizona Racing 
Commission and the AHBPA, in concert, engaged the Respondent for the purposes of providing 
veterinary care to the animals under the care and control of the trainers. The trainers agreed to 
this by and through their representative association, AHBPA. This arrangement was sanctioned 
by and under the auspices of the Arizona Racing Commission which approved and monitored the 


program throughout the-meet. It was in this fashion that the Respondent established a treating 
veterinary relationship with the trainers who, in turn, were acting for the owners of the animals 
that were engaged in racing. The AHBPA informed its trainers on the backside at Turf Paradise 
that this relationship between Dr. ‘Holland and the trainers was established in order to meet the 
trainers’ demand for Lasix. This was the alternative to no racing whatsoever. 


Once the trainers were advised and agreed to this arrangement, the Respondent began to 
administer Lasix. The process was such that the trainers would indicate which horses would 
require Lasix atthe time of entry. This would be reported to the Track and the Arizona Racing 
Commission who would, in turn, communicate the information to the Respondent. The 
Respondent would then, based upon the document prepared for her for purposes of administering 
Lasix by the Arizona Racing Commission, begin the process of treating the horses with Lasix 
based on an established schedule which was communicated to the AHBPA, the State 
Veterinarian, the Arizona Racing Commission and any late comer veterinarians:such as Vernon 
Jones: The schedule for Lasix treatment was based upon the race time for the horse, was 
observed every day and a routine was established based upon the racing time of the various 
horses. The window for Lasix is 4-hours prior to the race. The track paid Dr. Holland from the 
trainers’ account with the trainers’ permission. 


Dr. Jones set up camp on the backside of the track and in order to recruit customers began 
to interfere in the Arizona Racing Commission’s program. Not only did the veterinarians, 
including Complainant Jones, have access to the Lasix list produced by the Arizona Racing 
Commission but, after the Complainant showed up on the Track, in order to avoid confusion, a 
text list was established between the veterinarians who might possibly be involved in the 

- administration of Lasix, namely the Respondent, the Complainant, another veterinarian, and Sue 

_Gale, the State Veterinarian and agent for the Arizona Racing Commission. The text list, shared 

- by: the above-named individuals, was designed to avoid the very situation which is the subject of 
the Complaint. In fact, because of the. Commission’s list wherein trainers requested Dr. 
Holland’s Lasix treatment, and the text list, the Complainant himself knew- full well that the 
Respondent would be administering Lasix to the horse in question on January 20, 2022 and knew 

- exactly when the.Lasix would be administered based on the-horse’s race time. 


Despite this knowledge and knowing of the potential hazard of uncoordinated and 
‘duplicated efforts of:administering mediation, the Complainant administered Lasix on his own 
prior to the Respondent:administering Lasix. Although Complainant maintains that he advised 
Sue:Gale that he had been asked to.take over the Lasix treatment for trainer Rick Wise at some 
point, that information was not communicated to Dr. Holland: On the day in question, despite 
his knowledge that Dr. Holland was scheduled.to treat with Lasix for trainer Wise, Jones said 
nothing before or after he himself administered Lasix for the same:horse. Complainant did not 
inform Sue Gale or Dr, Holland that he had given the horse Lasix. He ignored the shared:texts 
‘and the Commission’s Lasix list. Instead, the Complainant knowingly allowed this-horse to 
receive a second dose of Lasix and-now:complains about the consequences of that action upon 
_ the horse before this Board. The consequences that he inflicted could have been prevented by a 
simple text message. (See Exhibit 1.) 


It was the Complainant who had full knowledge of Dr. Holland’s treatment of this horse 
because of the text list and the process established by the AHBPA and the Arizona Racing 
Commission and knew that this horse would be given Lasix later on that day unless he notified 
someone that Lasix had already been given. He did not notify anyone. The result was 
predictable. Now, that result is being used by the Complainant to bring a claim of misconduct 
against the Respondent. Indeed, the Respondent, at the request of the Arizona Racing 
Commission, the trainers, and the AHBPA did treat the horse pursuant to the Commission’s list, 
based on the trainer’s request for Lasix, on schedule as Complainant knew.would occur. Had the 
complainant simply looked at the Commission’s Lasix roster or the mutually shared text lists 
created for the very purpose of avoiding duplicate treatment, none of this would have occurred. 
Or had Complainant simply communicated his treatment of this horse, as he knew was 
necessary, all of this could have been avoided. 


The trainer of the horse in question, Rick Wise, whose declaration is unsigned, 
_ exculpated the Respondent shortly after the event with a text message that the duplication of 
effort which is the essence of the Complaint was not Dr. Holland’s fault. (See Exhibit 2) 


Before January 20, 2022, on January 10, 2022, the Arizona Racing Commission, through 
Sue Gale, sent an email to Dr. Jones and others, including the Respondent, stating that all DVMs 
_ giving Lasix email the Commission’s list indicating which horses they plan to treat with Lasix to 
all other DVMs. Dr. Holland followed this directive; Dr. Jones did not. That directive was an 
attempt to avoid this very situation which.was created by Dr. Jones and is now the subject of this 
Complaint. 


In response to the events of January 20, 2022, Sue Gale, for the Arizona Racing 
Commission, issued another directive dated January 20, 2022 (See Exhibit 3). This directive 
required all DVMs, including Complainant Jones, to document any intent to administer Lasix. 
The:state also required all trainers to consult with Dr. Holland and the AHBPA before requesting 
another veterinarian to administer Lasix. The primary relationship for Lasix care was between 
the trainers and Dr. Holland. The State and Arizona Racing Commission arranged for that 
relationship and, with this directive, sought to squelch any interference with the trainers’ 
arrangement with Dr. Holland. This program, carefully planned by the Arizona Racing 
Commission, is a precurser to what will be required at all tracks pursuant to the federal Horse 

-Racing Integrity and Safety Act going into effect on July 1, 2022. California and Minnesota 
have already implemented programs similar to that at Turf Paradise. 


Despite the allegations in the Complaint to the effect that this horse was dangerously 
medicated, that was riot the case. The duplication of Lasix, combined, did not exceed the legal 
limit for prescribed dosage and therefore was within the legal parameters for that drug. The 
reported side effects were consistent with the approved dosage. The Complaint also reports that 
. the horse in question was unable to later enter races. This is false as the horse was subsequently 
entered, but the race failed to fill.. The-horse’s subsequent works were also within normal range. 


In conclusion, Dr. Jones insists that Dr. Holland’s Lasix treatment was. without his 
knowledge. Yet, he knew from the text lists and the Commission’s Lasix list, that Dr. Holland 
would be giving Lasix to the horse. (See Exhibit 4.) Still, he, informing no one, did the sarne. 


For the foregoing reasons, it is requested that this Complaint be dismissed. 


Very truly yours, 
NAPIER, BAILLIE, WILSON, 


MN:mds 
Cc: Amanda Holland, DVM 


Douglas A. Ducey 
- Governor - 


Victoria Whitmore 
- Executive Director - 


ARIZONA STATE VETERINARY MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 
1740 W. Adams Street, Ste. 4600, Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
Phone (602) 364-1-PET (1738) * FAX (602) 364-1039 
vetboard.az.gov 


INVESTIGATIVE COMMITTEE REPORT 


TO: Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board 


FROM: PM Investigative Committee: Adam Almaraz— Chair - Absent 
Amrit Rai, DVM — Acting Chair 
Steven Dow, DVM 
Gregg Maura 
Justin McCormick, DVM - Recused 


STAFF PRESENT: Tracy A. Riendeau, CVT - Investigations 
Marc Hanis — Assistant Attorney General 


RE: Case: 22-110 
Complainant(s): Verlin D. Jones, DVM 
Respondent(s): Amanda Holland, DVM (License: 4252) 


SUMMARY: APPLICABLE STATUTES AND RULES: 
Complaint Received at Board Office: 3/24/22 Laws as Amended August 2018 
Committee Discussion: 8/2/22 (Lime Green); Rules as Revised 
Board IIR: 9/28/22 September 2013 (Yellow) 


On January 20, 2022, "Fat N Bitter," a 6-year-old female Thoroughbred was administered 
an injection of Lasix by Complainant prior to a race at Turf Paradise. A short time later, 


Respondent also administered the horse an injection of Lasix. 


Complainant claimed that the double injection of Lasix caused the horse to become ill 
and be scratched from that day's race. Complainant also claims that the horse did not 


return to normal and had to be scratched from a subsequent race as well. 


Complainant expressed concerns that Respondent did not have VPCR to treat the horse. 


Complainant was noticed and appeared telephonically with attorney Art Bourque. 
Respondent was noticed and appeared telephonically with attorney Michael Napier. 
Consulting veterinarian, Susan Gale, was present telephonically with attorney David Cohen. 


22-110, Amanda Holland, DVM 


The Committee reviewed medical records, testimony, and other documentation as described below: 
@ Complainant(s) narrative: Verlin Jones, DVM 
@ Respondent(s) narrative/medical record: Amanda Holland, DVM 
e Consulting Veterinarian(s) narrative/medical records: Sue Gale, DVM 


PROPOSED ‘FINDINGS of FACT’: 


1. On January 20, 2022, Complainant stated that he administered the horse an injection of 
Lasix (4mLs) prior to the race. A short time later Respondent also injected the horse with Lasix 
(S5mLs). Respondent attempted to reach the horse owner, was unsuccessful, and 
administered the horse Lasix. The horse received a total of 9mLs of Lasix. 


2. Complainant claims that Respondent does not have a Veterinary-Client-Patient- 
Relationship (VCPR) with the horse and should not have been treating the horse. 
Complainant stated that the owner, Rick Wise, assigned him to care for his horses at the 
track. 


3. Unclear if Complainant has a mobile premises license to treat publically owned horses at 
the track. 


4. Respondent was tasked by the Arizona Department of Racing in concert with Arizona 
Horsemens' Benevolent & Protective Association {AHBPA) to administer Lasix as requested by 
the trainers. The trainers were informed of the arrangement by the Arizona Racing 
Commission through its agent, State Veterinarian Sue Gale and the AHBPA. The trainers, 
through the AHBPA, willingly agreed to the patient relationship with Respondent for the 
requested Lasix. 


5. Dr. Gale stated in her narrative that each veterinarian licensed by the Arizona Department 
of Gaming to provide veterinary services on a track meets the definition of a VCPR with the 
horses they treat. 


6. Trainers would indicate which horses would require Lasix at the time of entry. This would be 
reported to the Track and the Arizona Racing Commission who would in turn commutate the 
information to Respondent. The Respondent would then, based upon the document 
prepared for her for purposes of administering Lasix by the Arizona Racing Commission, 
begin the process of treating the horses with Lasix based on an established schedule which 
was communicated to the AHBPA, the State Veterinarian, and the Arizona Racing 
Commission and any late comer veterinarian such as Complainant. The window for Lasix is 4- 
hours prior to the race. The schedule for Lasix treatment was based upon the race time for 
the horse, was observed every day, and a routine was established based upon the racing 
time of the various horses. 


7. Complainant began providing services at the track. All veterinarians, including 
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22-110, Amanda Holiand, DVM 


Complainant had access to the Lasix list produced by the Arizona Racing Commission. 
However, after Complainant showed up at the Track, in order to avoid confusion, a text list 
was established between the veterinarians who might possibly be involved in the 
administration of Lasix, including, Respondent, Complainant, another veterinarian, and Sue 
Gale, the State Veterinarian and agent for the Arizona Racing Commission. The text list was 
created and shared to ensure horses were getting the requested Lasix injection. According 
to Respondent, Complainant knew she would be administering the Lasix injection and when 
it would be administered based on the race time on January 20, 2022. 


8. After Complainant administered the horse the Lasix injection, he did not inform Dr. Gale or 
Respondent. Respondent stated that he could have simply texted her to ensure the horse 
did not receive an additional dose of Lasix. Earlier that month, Dr. Gale sent a mass email, 
which included Complainant and Respondent, stating that all DVMs giving Lasix email the 
Commission's list indicating which horses they plan to treat with Lasix to all other DVMs. 
Respondent followed directives; Complainant did not. 


9. According to Dr. Gale, despite Complainant's claims, an inadvertent double dose: of Lasix 
has not happened before. She did advise: Mr. Wise that the horse -received a dose of Lasix 
that was within the regulatory limit of 1OmLs (the horse received a total of 9¥mLs), and.could 
run in the race if he wished. Dr. Gale also advised Mr. Wise to contact the Stewards who 
have the ultimate authority to scratch a horse from any race. 


10. Complainant claimed that the horse became-dehydrated and.could barely walk after 
receiving the two Lasix injections. Due to this, the horse was scratched from the race. 
Complainant stated that for several weeks since the incident the horse. was extremely 
lethargic; because he was still not back:to normal, the horse missed another race he was 
supposed fo run. 
11. According to Dr. Gale, the horse ran five furlongs on' January 31, 2022, four furlongs on 
February 9, 2022, and was entered to run another race on February 16, 2022 at Turf Paradise. 
That race was cancelled.because there were not enough horses entered in the race. 
. COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: 


The Committee discussed that the track protocols were not followed by Complainant with 
respect to the injection of Lasix to the horse. 


COMMITTEE'S PROPOSED CONCLUSIONS of LAW: 
The Committee concluded that no violations of the Veterinary Practice Act occurred. 


COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 
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22-110, Amanda Holland, DVM 


Motion: It was moved and seconded the Board: 
Dismiss this.issue with no violation. 
Vote: The. motion was approved with a vote of 3 to 0. 
The information contained in this report was obtained from the case file, which includes the 


complaint, the respondent's response, any consulting veterinarian or witness input, and any 
other sources used to gather information for the investigation. 


TR 


Tracy A. Riendeau, CVT 
Investigative Division 
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